The original article has been published with an error in the proof of Theorem 2.2, case (ii) (when k − 1 ≥ 2p). Additional assumptions are needed for the inverse estimate in Theorem 2.2, case k − 1 ≥ 2p to hold. The correct version of Theorem 2.2 for the case k − 1 ≥ 2p is given below.
Introduction
For f : D R → C analytic in D R , say f (z) = ∞ k=0 c k z k for all z ∈ D R , let us consider the sequence of complex Bernstein polynomials attached to f by B n (f )(z) = n k=0
Also, denote T n,j (z) := n k=0 (k−nz)
Theorem 2.2 in [1] states that for all p, k ∈ N and under the hypothesis that f is not a polynomial of degree ≤ max{k − 1, 2p}, for any 1 ≤ r < R we have the exact estimate E n,p,k (f ) r ∼ 1 n p+1 , n ∈ N, where f r = max{|f (z)|; |z| ≤ r}.
While the above exact estimate is correct for k < 2p+1, unfortunately for k ≥ 2p+1 is valid the upper estimate only (by Theorem 2.1 in [1] ), as the following counterexample shows. For p = 1 and k = 3 (that is for k = 2p + 1), choose
The online version of the original article can be found under doi:10.1007/s00025-011-0121-1.
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Main Result
Analysing the case k ≥ 2p + 1 (Case (ii)) in the proof of Theorem 2.2 in [1] , it can be recovered under some simple additional hypothesis, as follows.
where the constants in the equivalence depend only on f, r, p, k but are independent of n.
) holds. (iii) More general, let k = 2p+s with s ≥ 4. If f is not a polynomial of degree
≤ k − 1 and 
where a p > 0, what remains to prove is that U r > 0 (see the reasoning in the proof of Theorem 2.2 in [1] ). For that purpose, supposing the contrary we get that f necessarily satisfies the differential equation U (z) = 0 for all |z| ≤ r, which by the substitution f (2p+1) (z) := y(z), implies that y(z) necessarily is analytic in D R (since f is supposed analytic there) and is a solution of the differential equation
where
p , we obtain that y(z) is an analytic function in D R , satisfying the differential equation (here recall that a p > 0) Writing y(z) in the form y(z) =
